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entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be delivered to the
said claimant upon paymient of the costs of the proceedings and the execution
of a bond in the sum of $250, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

E. D. BALL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture. .

8164. Misbranding of Meninuk Santal Comp.. U. S. * * * v, 5 Dozen Bot-
tles of Montaul Samtal Comp. Defanlt decrce of comdcmnation,
forfeiture, and destrmetion. (¥, & D. No. 11100. I. §. No. 17082—r:
S. No. E-1673:) : ’

On August 26, 1919, the United States attorney-for the District of Porto Rico,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculiure, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemnation of
5 dozen bottles of Montauk Santal Comp., at San Juan, P. R, alleging that the
article had been shipped by G. J. Ifajardo, New York, N.-Y., and transported .
from the State of New York into the Island of Porto- Rico, on or about March
27, 1919, and charging mishbranding in violation of the IFood and Drugs Act, as
amended. The arficle was labeled in part, Montauk Santal Comp. Capsules of
b Minims of Comp. (Il 1.) Sandal-weod Oil” - ' : '

Analysis of a sample of the articte by the Bureaun of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed that the capsules contained an average of 4.9 minims of a mixture
of oils containing anproximately 40% of sandalvood oil.

It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was misbranded so
as to deceive and mislead the purchaser or purchasers thereof; in that the labels
on the wrappers around the bottles bore a statement to the effect that the cap-
sules contained in the-bhottles contained “5 Minims of Comp. (I 1) Sandal-
wood Oil,” whereas, in fact, the copsules contained a less amount of sandalwood
oil. It was alleged in substance that the article was ﬁ_)isbranded for the further
reason that it was labeled so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser or pur-
chasers thereof, in that certain statements contained in the circulars enclosed
with the bottles and wrappers, regarding the c{_lmtive and therapeutic effects of
the article, represented that the article was cffective in the treatment of
conorrheea, usually known as clap, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not.

On November 26, 1919, no claimant having appearved for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture  was entered, and it was orderced by the
ceurt that the product be destroyed hy the United States marshal.

0. D. Barr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

8165, Misbranding of Uriseptic Pillg, U. 8, * * * v, 23 Dozen Rotiles
# % % of Uriseptie Pills. Consent deeree 6f condemnation and
forfeiture. Product ordered released en Pend. (I, & D. No, 11142,
I. 8. No. 17034-r, 8. Neo. E-1680.)

On September 3, 1919, the United States attorrney for the Distyict of Porto
Rico, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condem-
nation of 23 ‘dozen hbcttles of Uriseptic pills, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at San Juan, P. R., alleging that the article had been
invoiced on March 27, and August 24, 1918, and shipped by G. J. Fajardo, New
York, N. Y., and transported from the State of New York into the Island. of -
Porto Rico, and charging misbranding in violation of the I'ood and Drugs Act,
as. amended. The article was labeled in pavt, “ Uriseptic Pills * # * Pre-
pared by Davis & Lawrence Co. New York,”
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